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M anipulation ofcollective spin correlations in sem iconductors w ith polarization
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W ecalculatethetransferrateofcorrelationsfrom polarization entangled photonsto thecollective

spin ofa m any-electron statein a two-band system .Itisshown thatwhen a sem iconductorabsorbs

pairsofphotonsfrom a two-m ode squeezed vacuum ,certain fourth orderelectron-photon processes

correlate the spinsofthe excited electron pairsofdi�erentquasi-m om enta. D i�erentdistributions

ofthe quantum Stokesvectorofthe lightlead to eitherenhancem entorreduction ofthe collective

spin correlations,depending on the sym m etry ofthe distribution.W e �nd thatasthe squeezing of

the light becom es non-classical,the spin correlations exhibit a crossover from being positive with

a � N
2 (N is average photon num ber) scaling, to being negative with � N scaling,even when

N is not sm all. Negative spin correlations m ean a preponderance ofspin singlets in the optically

generated state.W ediscussthepossibility to m easurethecollectivespin correlationsin a com bined

m easurem entofthe Faraday rotation uctuation spectrum and excitation density in a steady-state

con�guration.

PACS num bers:78.67.D e,42.50.D v,42.55.Sa,42.50.Lc

O pticalexcitation ofa sem iconductor with circularly

polarized light generates an average collective spin po-

larization in the conduction band [1,2,3]. This allows

toinvestigatespin relaxation m echanism sin sem iconduc-

torsusingtechniquessuch astim e-resolved Faradayrota-

tion,tim e-resolved photolum inescence,and fem to-second

pulses [4,5]. It is also possible to m onitor the position

ofthe electron spins,their phase and am plitude aswell

ascoherently controlthem [6,7]. Recently the uctua-

tionsofelectronic collectivespin ofa bulk G aAssam ple

werem easured [8].Theoretically,spin statesareinterest-

ing because oftheirrelation to squeezing [9,10,11,12]

and to entanglem ent [13]. It has been suggested that

collectiveatom icspinscan storeentanglem ent,optically

transferred from correlated photonsto the atom ic cloud

[14,15].

In this work we study how the spin correlations in a

sem iconductor system can be optically generated in a

controlled way.W e considera pum p beam ofcorrelated

photonswhich is absorbed in a sem iconductor,exciting

a density ofelectron-hole pairs [16]. Absorbed photons

are found to eitherenhance orreduce the spin-spin cor-

relationsdepending on the correlationsofopticalm odes

with di�erentwavelengthsand eitherthe sam eordi�er-

entpolarizations. In particularwe �nd thatitisneces-

sary to use squeezed lightin its non classicalregim e in

orderto excite netanti-correlated spins. This isdue to

a com petition between two fourth-orderprocessesinduc-

ing positive and negativecorrelations,the latterbecom -

ing dom inantonly fornon-classicallight. W e note that

netspin anticorrelationsm ean apreponderanceofsinglet

spin com ponents.

Polarization propertiesofphotonsaredescribed by the

quantum Stokesparam eters[21,22]which in thecircular

polarization basis(�� )arewritten as,Ref.[23],

p̂i =
�
�+ � E

y �� � E
y
�
�i

�
��+ � E

��� � E

�

=
X

q;q0

~bq
y

�i
~bq0

(1)

where E is the electric �eld E =
P

q�
�̂�bq� at position

r = 0 ,
~
b
y
q = (b

y

q+ ;b
y

q� ) and �i= 0::3 denote the unit and

Paulispin m atrices. The operators bq� are the photon

annihilation operators with wave num ber q and polar-

ization �. W e consider a collinear pum p beam with a

range of frequencies !0 � B =2 above the electron-hole

gap. W e assum e that the average Stokes param etersin

a given bandwidth B are ĥp0i =
2�c

L B

P

q�
N q�, ĥp1i =

ĥp2i = ĥp3i = 0, where N q� is is the average photon

occupation per m ode and L is the quantization length.

Thisdescribesan unpolarized lightwith the Stokesvec-

toructuating around theorigin ofthe Poincar�esphere.

The uctuations are described by the covariance m a-

trix pij = 1=2ĥpip̂j + p̂jp̂ii,which for a G aussian type

�eld dependson the norm alhb
y

q�
bq0�0iaswellasanom a-

lous hbq�bq0�0i correlations, the latter constituting the

m ain characteristics of squeezed vacuum [24]. Beam s

with such propertiesare generated using the param etric

down-conversion,[19,20].In addition to norm alcorrela-

tions hb
y

q�
bq0�0i = N q���0�qq0 they possess two generic

anom alous correlations: sam e polarization squeezing

hbq� bq0� i= M
(1)

q� �q+ q0;2q0�!q+ !q0
;2!0

and oppositepolar-

ization squeezing hbq� bq0� i = M
(2)

q� �q+ q0;2q0�!q+ !q0
;2!0

,

where M
(1;2)

q� are com plex functions. Since for the

squeezed vacuum ĥp0p̂1;2;3i= 0,theuctuationsofp̂1;2;3

can be described separately from the varianceofp̂0.

Itisinstructivetodraw thecovarianceellipsoidsforthe

tensorpij.Such ellipsoidsareshown in Fig.1forthetwo

casesofthe sam e-polarization and opposite-polarization
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squeezing based on averaged occupation and squeezing

functions �N q = N and �M
(1;2)

q� = M
(1;2)

� . O n the axes

are plotted pi,possible valuesofthe averages ĥpii. The

variance p33 given by 2[N (N + 1)+ jM (1)j2 � jM (2)j2]

forjM
(1;2)

+ j= jM
(1;2)

� jindicating thatcorrelationsofthe

type M (1) (M (2)) enhance (reduce) the variance p33,a

factwhich isim portantforspin-spin correlations.

ThefreepartoftheHam iltonian ofthesem iconductor

ism odelled asa two-band system

H 0 =
X

q;�

!q�b
y

q�
bq�+

X

k�

�
c
k�c

y

k�
ck� +

X

k�

�
v
k�v

y

k�
vk�:(2)

The operators ck� and vk� denote annihilation opera-

tors ofthe free electrons in the conduction and valence

bands,with quasi-m om entum k and spin �.Theinterac-

tion Ham iltonian oftheelectronsand thephotonsin the

dipole approxim ation isgiven by [17,18]

V =
X

�;�0;�

X

p;q

h

A
��

0
�

pq c
y

p+ q�vp�0bq� + h:c:

i

where A ��
0
�

pq are the interaction m atrix elem ents for

dipole transitions from heavy-hole band to conduction

band in G aAsnearthe � point[1].

FIG .1:Two genericuctuation patternsoftheStokesvector

(p1;p2;p3).In thecircularbasis(� ),they aredescribed byco-

varianceellipsoidsfor(a)opposite-polarization squeezing (for

average param eters N = 1;M
(1)

�
= 0;M

(2)

�
= 1:314) and (b)

sam e-polarization squeezing (N = 1;M
(1)

� = 1:314;M
(2)

� =

0).The valueofM waschosen to beslightly below them ax-

im alsqueezing
p
N (N + 1).

In the presentwork we willnotconsiderthe electron-

electron and electron-phonon interactions.Thequantum

opticale�ectson therateofgeneration which wewillde-

scribein thecontextofthesim pletwoband m odelshould

qualitatively hold alsoin thepresenceoftheinteractions.

W e willm ake m ore detailed com m ents supporting this

assum ption lateron.

Forthe opticalbeam described above we wish to cal-

culate the rate at which it is generating collective spin

correlationsin a sem iconductor. The average totalspin

hSiofthephoto-excited conduction electronsiszerosince

the squeezed vacuum radiation isunpolarized.Consider

the spin-noisetwo tim e average

hS(t)� S(t
0
)i=

X

k;k0

hSk(t)� Sk0(t
0
)i (3)

where Sk =
P

��0 c
y

k�
~���0ck�. It describes the uctua-

tionsofthe totalspin S and consistsoftwo parts-the

sum ofuctuationsofindividualspins
P

k
hSk(t)� Sk(t

0)i

and the collective pairwise correlations,i.e. term s with

k 6= k0.Theirvariance isgiven by hS2i�
P

k
hS2

k
i.

To lowestorderin thedipoleinteraction thecontribu-

tion to the collective correlations com es from the opti-

cally induced transition oftwo electronsinto statesk;�

and k0;�0. Physically,we expect that the two excited

spinswillbepositively (negatively)correlated ifthetwo

absorbed photonsarecorrelated and havethe sam e(op-

posite)polarizations.Indeed them ain result,Eq.(8)be-

low,ofthe calculation reects the com petition between

the strengths ofthe correlations existing in the photon

�eld:an auto-correlation within each m ode,and a cross-

correlation between di�erentm odesduetothesqueezing.

The second ordercontribution forthe totalspin uc-

tuationsisgiven by

hS
2
i
(2)

=

=
X

f1::4g

A
�1;�

0

1
;�1�
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�2;�

0

2
;�2�

p2;q2 C
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p1;q1

A
�3;�

0

3
;�3
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�4;�

0

4
;�4

p4;q4 C
p4;q4
p3;q3

�

� hb
y

q1�1
b
y

q2�2
bq4�4bq3�3iradh1;2jS

2
j3;4ieq (4)

wherehb
y

q1�1
b
y

q2�2
bq4�4bq3�3irad isaproperty oftheexter-

nal�eld,and wede�ne

C
p2;q2
p1;q1

=
ei(�� p1q1

+ �� p2q2
� !q1

� !q2
)t+ 2�t

�� p1q1 + �� p2q2 � !q1 � !q2 � 2i�
� (5)

�

�
1

�� p1q1 � !q1 � ip1
+

1

�� p2q2 � !q2 � ip2

�

which isthesecond orderam plitude,wheree�t theadia-

batic switching on factor,and p is the lifetim e ofthe

conduction electron state [25, 26]. In expression (4)

h1;2jS2j3;4iisthe ferm ionic average

h1;2jS
2
j3;4i=

X

i

X

k;s1;s2

X

k0;s0
1
;s0
2

�
(i)
s1;s2

�
(i)

s0
1
;s0
2

� (6)

� hcp1+ q1�1cp2+ q2�2c
y

ks1
cks2c

y

k0s0
1

ck0s0
2

c
y

p3+ q3�3
c
y

p4+ q4�4
ieq �

� hv
y

p1�
0

1

v
y

p2�
0

2

vp3� 03
vp4� 04

ieq

wherehieq isassum ed to be equilibrium atT = 0.

A W ick decom position ofexpression (4)containscon-

tractions which contribute to the independent uctua-

tions
P

k
hS2

k
iaswellascontractionswhich contributeto

thecollectivespin-spin correlationshSk� Sk0iwith k 6= k0.

Thelattercan befurtherdivided [29]into two processes,

Fig. 2a,in which (i) a singlet (k ";k #) in the valence
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band is broken into two di�erent m om enta in the con-

duction band (k + q;k + q0) and (ii) two electronswith

di�erent m om enta (k1;k2) are excited into the conduc-

tion band with m om enta (k1 + q;k2 + q0). Process (i)

hasconsiderably sm allerratewith respectto (ii)because

m ostofthephasespaceof�nalstatescannotbereached

with the typically sm allphoton m om entum . The ratio

can be approxim ately estim ated to be (B
ck
)2 where B is

theopticalbandwidth,and k isthetypicalelectron wave

num ber. Therefore in the following we neglectthe con-

tribution ofprocess(i).

k1

k1+q

k2+q

k2

k

k+q

k+q'

(a)

ω0

+δ

−δ

(b)

FIG .2: Correlation processes in the k-space. (a) The exci-

tation ofa singlet pair ofm om entum k (blue dashed arrow)

from the valence band into the conduction band (blue solid

arrow) and excitation of two valence band electrons ofdif-

ferent m om enta (red). (b) Pair excitations associated with

norm al(left)photoniccontractions(left-narrow green strip)

and excitationsassociated with anom alouscorrelations(right

-wide green strips).

Forthe generation rate ofcorrelationsdue to process

(ii), we use the corresponding contractions in (4), dif-

ferentiating with respect to tim e and taking the lim it

� ! 0.Thisresultsin an energy conservation constraint

forthe entireprocessofexciting two electron-holepairs.

This process again has two parts (Fig. 2b): one com -

ing from norm alcontractions hbybi2 and another from

anom alouscontractionsjhbbij2 duetosqueezing.Fornor-

m alcontractions any two spin com ponents Sk;Sk0 be-

com e correlated due to the absorption oftwo photons

from the sam e m ode q,obeying the energy conservation

!q = 1

2
(�� k + �� k0). In contrast,for anom alous con-

tractions only spin com ponents which have sym m etric

energies �� k + �� k0 = 2!0 becom e correlated. These

are drawn out of a continuum of such pairs obeying

!q + !q0 = 2!0. Therefore the two processes are dis-

tributed very di�erently in phase space,although they

have the sam e totalphase space. These processes give

thelargestcontribution to thegeneration rateofcorrela-

tionshS2i�
P

k
hS2

k
i,and in thelim itofq� k aregiven

by (perunitvolum e)

Cs = Cs0

X

q

Z

d�� k �(��k)�(2!0 � ��k)� (7)

�

�

N
2

q + jM (1)

q j2 � jM (2)

q j2
�

2

�
(�� k � !q)

2 + (


2
)2
�2

where Cs0 =
32�

2
jdj

4

3�h
with d the dipole m atrix elem ent,

and we assum e jM
(1;2)

q� j = jM
(1;2)
q j i.e. that the (� )

squeezing correlations di�er only by phase. The nu-

m ericalfactors in Cs0 is due to angular integrals and

a sym m etry factor ofthe contraction. W e see from ex-

FIG .3:Curvesofequalcollective spin correlation in the pa-

ram etersofaverageoccupation (N )and squeezing(M ).Cases

drawn forenhanced M
(2)

= 0 (circle quadrants)and reduced

M
(1)

= 0 (hyperbola quadrants)spin correlations.Thecolors

signify di�erentvaluesofC s.Inserts:Patternsofuctuations

oftheStokesvectorleading to theenhanced and reduced spin

correlations.

pression (7)thataway from the edgesofthe bandwidth

the correlation per unit bandwidth is sim ply propor-

tionalto N 2 + jM (1)j2 � jM (2)j2 (assum ing N q ’ N and

M
(1;2)
q ’ M (1;2) across m ost ofthe bandwidth). Since

theelectronicdensityofstatein theexcitation bandwidth

can betaken asconstant,integrating (7)with respectto

the electronicenergy �� k gives

Cs = Cs0�(!0)
2
4�



X

q

�

N
2

q + jM (1)

q j2 � jM (2)

q j2
�

: (8)

This result shows that increased (decreased) uctua-

tions ofthe Stokes param eter p3 cf. Fig 1,lead to in-

creased (decreased)spin correlations. Positive spin cor-

relations induced by absorbing photons from the sam e

m ode areenhanced by absorbing squeezed photonswith

thesam epolarization m odesand reduced by thesqueez-

ing ofthe opposite polarizations,cf. Fig. 3. The total

spin correlationscan becom e negative when the squeez-

ing isnon-classical,i.e. M (2) > N . The m axim alnega-

tivespin correlationswillbereached fora puresqueezed

state with M (2) =
p
N (N + 1),Ref. [27],in which case

Cs � � N . Rem arkably this is a rare case in which a

quantum opticale�ect is not con�ned to sm allphoton

occupationsN � 1.
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Itisinstructive to considerthe equalspin correlation

curves,Fig.3 which indicatethatthegeom etry ofnega-

tivecorrelation curvesisseparated from theothercases:

the hyperboliccurvesarecon�ned to eitherthe classical

side (Cs > 0) or the quantum side (Cs < 0) ofthe di-

agram ,with the Cs = 0 being a separatrix between the

two regim es.Thepossibility to com pletely elim inatethe

inevitable spin correlationsinduced by unsqueezed light

(the �rst term in Eq. (8)) m ay be usefulfor observing

other sources ofspin correlations such as contributions

from nuclearspins.

It is usefulto de�ne a reduced density m atrix �
(k;k

0
)

��

fora pairofspinsSk;Sk0,where�;� run overthesinglet

(j0;0i) and three triplet basis states (j1;0i;j1;� 1i). In

this basis it can be easily shown that for negative spin

correlationsCs < 0thediagonalelem ents�� � ��;� obey

X

k;k0

�
(k;k

0
)

0;0 >
1

3

X

k;k0

(�
(k;k

0
)

1;� 1 + �
(k;k

0
)

1;0 + �
(k;k

0
)

1;1 ) (9)

which m eans that for the electronic state generated by

non-classicallight,thereisapreponderanceofthesinglet

com ponentin the pairwisespin correlations.

An enhancem entorreduction ofspin-spin correlations

should be m easurable from the di�erence ofhS
2
i with

squeezed and unsqueezed light,ascan be seen from Eq.

(8). It is also in principle possible to observe the spin

correlationsby m easuring hS
2
i and

P

k
hS2ki. The total

spin uctuationshS
2
ican beestim ated from thevariance

ofthe m agnetic m om entofthe sam ple forexam ple in a

Faradayrotation setup sim ilartotheoneused tom easure

therm alspin uctuations[8].Forthediagonalpartofthe

uctuationswe can usethe identity

X

k

hS2ki= 3
X

k

[hnk"i+ hnk#i]� 6
X

k

hnk"nk#i (10)

wheretheaveragehnk"nk#ican bewellapproxim ated by

hnk"ihnk#isincethecorrelated partofsecond orderpro-

cessescreating singletsatthe sam e k isvery sm allcom -

pared to �rst order contribution. Therefore the knowl-

edge ofhnki,e.g. from m easurem ent ofthe excitation

density can yield the inform ation necessary forthe esti-

m ation of
P

k
hS2ki.

Electron spins are decorrelated by random spin ip

processesin sem iconductors. Itshould be advantageous

to use sam pleswith long spin lifetim e,such asin n-type

bulk G aAs[28].Spin ip tim esofthephoto-excited holes

arem uch fastercom pared to theelectrons[4],and there-

fore theircontribution to the collective spin correlations

should be sm all.

W ewould liketo thank I.Bar-Joseph and I.Nederfor

valuablediscussions.
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